Project Third Person In Between Space 


Consciousness Uplifting I: Bridging Letter between the Last Surviving 


Minor-minds in the Two In Between Spaces 


Curious about the hijacked reality within the hijacked reality, a sub-macro cell within a macro cell; 
cannot decide on the saying that most of the world’s Major Firsts, be it the best, or the worst, 
originate from Continental East Asia? This analysis project of geophysical environment will feature 
the state of Continental East Asia whose dynamics would have global impacts through cultural, 
economic, demographic and systemic shock waves capable of permeating through the fabrics of the 
world’s reality; and whose dynamics have been the real-world embodiment of cannibalism, body 


horror and cosmic horror. 


For any observers of potential epicentre of future global economic, demographic, geophysical, or 
even civilisational earthquake / tsunami, you will be able to access the analyses that bear the same 
level of insights as the likes of Hidden Hand: Exposing How the Chinese Communist Party is 
Reshaping the World by Clive Hamilton and Mareike Ohlberg, The Chinese Invasion Threat: 
Taiwan’s Defense and American Strategy in Asia by lan Easton, or Political Warfare: Strategies for 
Combating China’s Plan to ‘Win without Fighiting’ by Kerry K. Gershaneck, which could help 
contribute to building the foundation for more multi-angled perceptions, or bird eye’s view of the 


perceived reality’s unfolding. 


Letter To The Civilians Of Continental East Asia 


(or more blatantly, the hijacked land under the mafia-guerrilla, hybrid warfare gangsterism- 
based organisation, the People’s Republic of China / the Chinese Communist Party, or the 


acronym ‘TZPUR’ for a taste and play of the benevolent linguistic germs)) 


Dear Civilians of Continental East Asia, 


I wish that the roughly 900 million - 1 billion people there, just like the 23.5 million people in 
Formosa, could live together under tolerance of diversity, and I wish you a new year that is 


safe and peaceful throughout. 


Although there have been many tourists and visitors travelling to each other’s lands (from 
Formosa and Continental East Asia, notably between 2008-2017, mainly during the Formosan 
President Ying-Jeou Ma’s term), there are still many gaps and misunderstandings between us. 
I hope that we can take this opportunity to narrow the gap and enhance mutual 
understanding and appreciation. There is no entanglement in the history of mankind that 


cannot be untied, and it is time for both of us to do so. 


There are indeed many in Formosa who are willing to call you compatriots out of emotional 
and genetic ties (due to historical immigration waves from Continental East Asia to Formosa 
in the past 400 years); however, there are also many who are indifferent to the word 
‘compatriot’, because Formosa is a typical multi-racial country (internationally unrecognised 
due to the isolating effects stemming from the Chinese Communist Party’s / TZPUR’s 
unification warfare) that has its roots in the aboriginal Austronesian linguistic and genetic 
family. Throughout the past 400 years, it has been a place where mixed-ancestry took place in 


the combinations of Portuguese-Austronesian, Dutch-Austronesian, Spanish-Austronesian, 


Continental East Asian-Austronesian, Japanese-Austronesian, Japanese-Continental East 
Asian, Hmong-Mien-Kra-Dai-Continental East Asian, with countless more combinations of 
mixed-race groups having formed. In recent decades, a large number of Vietnamese, Filipino 


and Indonesian genetic makeup have also been added to the gene pool here. 


The concept of compatriots could certainly be perceived and has been recognised among 
these 23.5 million people, but their interpretation of the concept is (growingly) one that 
radiates across the entire Asia-Pacific region. Of course, due to the geo-cultural laws of 
mankind, there are indeed varying degrees of homogeneity between these people in Formosa 
and the people of Continental East Asia (hijacked by TZPUR) across the strait. For example, 
we both use chopsticks, we both use logographic ‘cubic’ characters (as our writing systems), 


and we both celebrate the Mid-Autumn Festival and the Dragon Boat Festival. 


In addition, many in Formosa also worship Machopo (Matsu) the sea goddess that has its 
roots in the southeastern coastal region of Continental East Asia, namely the southern 
Hokkien region (or Banlam), and Lord Guan, which has its roots in the Central Plain in 
Continental East Asia. The temples of the tutelary deity, Lord of the Earth, could be seen 
everywhere in Formosa as well, as are Buddhist and Kireroolist (Taoist) religions originating 
from all over Continental East Asia; as long as they can be named, they could be found in 


Formosa. 


In such cultural contexts, it is a shame that Formosa, due to historical reasons, has not been 
able to capture and preserve elements of the Tang Dynasty culture as Japan has done, which 
was jointly created by many Steppe peoples, such as the Turkic, Tungusic, para-Mongolic, with 
possible Yeniseian, Indo-European substrata, mostly through, but not limited to the 


Afanasievan Tocharian oasis peoples (in the Tarim Basin, descendents of the genetically 


Nordic-type Afanasievo culture), both clusters from beyond the Great Wall in West Asia, 


Central Asia and North Asia. 


The heterogeneity between you and me, however, is more noteworthy than the homogeneity. 
In fact, the biggest difference can be pointed out in one simple sentence: the People’s Republic 
of China (again, a mafia-guerrilla hybrid warfare gangsterism-based organisation claiming to 
be a legitimate government) is committed to the pursuit of ‘unity’, while Formosa is committed 
to the pursuit of ‘unity and diversity’. The pursuit of ‘unity’ is to eliminate the sub-layers of 
multiculturalism in a society, while the pursuit of ‘unity and diversity’ is the co-existence of 


multicultural sub-layers. 


For an analogy, ‘unity’ is like a family having the same dish on the table every day, year after 
year, while ‘unity and diversity’ is like a family integrating the act of changing dishes into its 
dietary pattern. Can these two families live under the same roof with only one kitchen? Well, 
Formosa itself is already a place of ‘unity and diversity’; and the Formosan would like to see 
you try to live under ‘unity and diversity’, so that we can move forward together. After all, 
‘unity’ and ‘unity and diversity’ don’t and cannot go hand in hand. For example, despite the 
abundance of Continental East Asian festivals in Formosa, there are also aboriginal 


Austronesian, Christian and South Asian Muslim (also Hindi) festivals. 


Another instance (of such heterogeneity) would be that despite the fact that Formosa is 
ethnically and culturally mixed and diverse, and that there are divided opinions and disputes 
within the society, we use the mechanism of ‘regular elections’ and ‘regular referendums’ 
(albeit flawed) to achieve peaceful ‘unity and diversity’, while the police are used for the 


protection of the people and properties (albeit increasingly corrupt), not for the unification 


warfare as part of the broader unrestricted, grey zone hybrid warfare, and maintenance of 


stability. 


In Continental East Asia, on the other hand, the system adopted is one of struggling for power, 
with the victors secretly assigning tasks to sub-factions behind closed doors. Politics is used to 
eliminate-unify diversity in opinions, and public security is used to launch unification warfare 
(against different ethnic groups, with Formosa being perceived by the CCP as one of many 
such ‘foreign groups’ that need to be ‘cleansed’) and maintain stability. The Formosan society 
could sure recognise the conditional goodwill of how ‘Continental East Asians will not harm 
other Continental East Asians’; it really is the case. However, it’s just that the Formosan society 
is a bit more mentally advanced in this respect; they would say ‘people will not harm other 
people’, instead of the conditional ‘XX people will not harm other XX people (of the same 


group)’, because this phrase is semantically difficult to self-justify. 


For example, are the Uyghurs (East Turkistan, or Xinjiang) also Continental East Asian? Is 
harming Uyghurs an evidence against the idea that Uyghurs are indeed Continental East Asian, 
at least under the system of People’s Republic of China / TZPUR? There was a scene on the 
television in which a Uyghur held up his People’s Republic of China / TZPUR identification 


card and said, ‘Why did you assault me? Am | not a Continental East Asian?’ 


I agree that there must be a consensus among us; and although consensus is not omnipotent, 
it is impossible to have any meaningful interaction without it. This consensus is a consensus 
on the system, a consensus that ‘unity is not as good as unity and diversity’, a consensus that 
‘regular elections are better than assignments through power’. In short, there must be a 
consensus on humanity. With a consensus on humanity and a consensus on the system — 


even across oceans, not to mention merely across a strait — we can still remain close as if we 


were a family, as in the case of the relationship between the United States and the United 
Kingdom. Without these two consensuses, even physical closeness (partial genetic ties 
included) would render mental distances that set the two sides worlds apart. Finally, allow the 
people of Formosa to say this onto you: ‘ Formosa respects the self-determination of the 


people in Continental East Asia!’ 


Yours, 


Voices of the Third-person In Between Space 


